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Auctions that have lately appeared in print, 


— 


PP 


4 


Concerning the nature and attributes of 


ſ | Jen us Chriſt. And a as you are the principal 
uriter Ga thi ſide of the queſtion, I have 
"I 

hich 1 you have, at different times, brought 
| - orbit! in ſupport of the Socinian Syſte n: 
to refute them, 
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This hath given me occaſion to revolve | 
in mine own mind the ſtate of the impor- g 
tant controverſy, to recollect what I had 
: formerly read and ruminated on the matter, 
to trace back my ideas to their firſt impreſ- 
3 ſions, and ſubject them all anew to a ſtrict ; 
reviſal; with a view, either to relinquiſh 1 
my prej judices, if fach they ſhould appear 
to be, or ſtrengthen me in my former opi- 5 

nion, if 1 ſhould ſee } it to de well founded. 
For, although I was born, . and educated in 
the. communion of A church, which i is faid 
to preclude her children from reaſoning at 
all on the articles which the propoſes to their ; | 

| belief, I muſt here beg leave to proteſt, that 5 
i Lam not diſpoſed ta Pay that compliment to 
ny church that exiſts; and that no autho- * 
rity whatſoever ſhall preclude me from rea- 

ſoning on any ſubject upon which I chooſe 5 
to reaſon : and, therefore, although I L have 


hitherto believed, on ſuch motives of credi- 5; 


key as I thought bighly rational, that our 
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| Socinians are not to be called Chriſtian 55 
Hei is, unqueſtionably, a Chriſtian, who ace 

| knowledgeth Chriſt for his guide in reli- 
gion, believeth the divinity of his miſſion, 
and \ profelicth. to live according to bis gol- 


pel; whatſoever ſpeculative ideas he may 


entertain of his perſon, power, and privi- 


| leges. I grant then, that you are 15 Chriſ- 


tian as well as I, and embrace you as my 5 


fellow-diſciple | in Jeſus—And, "IF" you were 
not a diſciple of Jeſus, Rill I would embrace 
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that He is a Being of a ſuperior nature to that | 
"a man—that he exiſted before his appear- 5 
| 11 ance in human fleſh—and that adoration is 

| | due to him from his followers, as to the 
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| makes me believe the divinity of our com- 
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we but too apt to impreſs int thei ſervice 9 
auxiliaries that are often more Hurtful than 
ſerviceable: to their eauſe. This was the 
great fault of our famous A EP Oe He 
thought” be could never colle8 too many | 
arguments; and, therefore, he collected a 
gre: at many bad ones, which, like a nit 
nice of ſpiritleſs and feeble troops in an 
e, made dhe aan nee 
7 1 and forceful. 5 11 
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| abſolute” Wait in che promiſed. Meſſiah. 
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1 Strong, however, as they appear to 8 
I thall not now avail myſelf of them, mY 
cauſe I do not think them neceſſary. for che 
-enforcement of my argument. They may 
afterwards come in as ſubſidiaries to illuſ- 
trate and corroborate it, „ but on them it is 
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conſider them as, at beſt, but equivocal teſ- 
U timonies, and try if we can find out a pro- 
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1 will not, 1 think; b be denied, FOR e c 
Apoſtles were ſufficiently inſtructed with 
regard to the perſon of their Maſter, and 
that they knew perfectly in what light they 

x were to > confi der him: whether as a vine | 
- pre-exi IT 8. Being, clothied, in time, With 
— or, as a mere man, like them 
ſelves, who had no exiſtence before his 


conception in the womb | of Mary. 1 
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To fay, or N that they had 1 no > dif 
1 and explicit idea on this head, is to 
VVV 
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e fly and "ſuppoſe 7 at hath not the falſe, 


degree of Probability; 3 nay, What appears to | . > 
me the height of abſurdity. For if che . 
Holy Ghoſt was to © teach them all truth, . 


he would have badly executed his commil 


ſion, if he had left mem in Gs ignorance, ; 


- divinity of Him who had een. | 


this promiſe 0. them. To. have left chem 2 
in any doubt, on ſo important a 


would have been to expoſe them to the fad 
= dilemma of impiety or idclatry. If, Jeſus | 
bang really a divine perſon, they had miſ- 80 
taken him for a m mere man, and refuled him {+ 
divine homage, they would not have: ren 


1 1 
— dered © to God what! is due to God; and 


if, being a mere man, they had miſtaken | : 5 
bim for God, they would have aſcribed to 
i him honours to which he had no right, 12 5 


; In either caſe, their 1 ignorance would have 5 


5 been attended with the worſt of conſe- | 
in themſelves. and in the . 
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believed Chriſt 


4,291 1 
eorollaries. thence PE PORN for, at. - the 
ſpirit of truth? had left them uncertain in 
this- point, he might have left them uncer- 
tain in every, other point; 1 and the whole 
apoſtolic doctrine might be no more chan Aa 
Bev. of uncertainties. 15 5 
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n chen, the Apoſtles believed and 
taught che > divinity of J eſus, or they be- 
lieved and taught the contrary; and the 
wad m is, which they believed and 


es Sol dhe few writings which they 
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have left behind chem; and, comparing 
paſſage with pallage, conclude, that they 
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Athanaſian and Arian read the ſame writ- 
| ings with equal care, and conclude Juſt the. 


reverſe. I, too, have peruſed them with as 


keen, if not ſo clear, Optics, as ANY « of you, 


and with a mind as impartial and unpr eju- 
diced. 4 have alſo read, with due attention, 
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5 if the works of che apo ſtolical fathers, 
as chey are called, had come down to us 
entire and unadulterated, we might have 


em derived ſome N towards 
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clearing up | the point; but of theſe ſome. 
are loſt, 
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+a In this Þ e, then, 1 a about . - 


ſomething more explicitly ſatisfactory; . and 


chat, L think, 5 firid 1 in the formal deciſion! 
of the Nicean Council. Smile not, my 
friend, nor imagine that I am going to im- 


poſe on you an article of faith on the au- 


thority of an infallible guide. Whatever 
idea I may myſelf entertain of infallibility 


oy by the bye, is very different from 
that of the Scholaſtics), I am. not ſuch a 


novice in logic as to offer it here in proof 


of a propoſition, which i it is, certainly, not 
more difficult to eſtabliſh, independent of 
infallibility, than it would be to eſtabliſh | 


infallibility : as a a baſe to Lupport i it. : = 
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+ grant you, 1 that ee . a | 
bled at Nicea were, both ſeverally and con- 
junctly, an aſſembly of fallible men: but 


when I make this conceſſion, J expect that 
you, on Four. part, 
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been men of common (nl: 5 cammon 
integrity: Many of them were ' remarkable | 
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| for the ſanctity of their, lives; How had 
1 ſhewn the higheſt degree of Chriſtian forti- . 
: : tude i in confeſſing Jeſus before | tyrants and | 


perfeciitors; ; and there were thoſe among 
them, whoſe learning and abilities would 
f not diſgrace tie Melt enlightened age. In . 
ſhort, if I ſhould fay that they were alto- | 
gether the moſt reſpectable body of eccleſi. 
aſtics that ever met, and the freeſt from ; 5 
pery ſort of control, I hardly think that 
ou would call my afſertion unguarded; 
But I content myſelf with my - firſt deman 
and ſuppoſing them only men of common 
enſe and common integrity, 1 alk you whe⸗ 1 
cher you think it in the ſmalleſt degree pro- — 
| bable, that three hundred and eighteen of -" 
the principal Paſtors in the Chriſtian Church, ̃ - 
convoked from the three parts of the then i 55 | 
| known world, could poſſibly combine to ; 
eſtabliſh a doctrine different from that which 
| they had hitherto taught their reſpective 
e and which ging had, themſelves re- 
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| ceived from their predeceſſors in a the mf. 

But 8 can Fe more certain than 5 
dat the Nicean council were unanimous in ; 


| their belief of the divinity and pre-exiſtence | 
of Jeſus Chriſt : His coetergity and S 
n with the 1 were the only points 


diiſputed by the Arian party, And their 


differing from the reſt on theſe points, ſo 2” 
far from weakenin my argument, adds 
conſiderable Arength to it; as particular 


exceptions confirm general rules in all thoſe | 
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parts to which they do not extend. Tou 
muſt chen, I think, allow, that at this period, 
| the belief of the divinity of Jeſus was the 
© univerſal belief of the Chriſtian Churches of 
Aſia, Africa, and Europe. The profeſſions . 
of faith made on the occaſion, are too clear 
and explicit to admit a doubt, or give 22 | 
for A 


"Either, TORT you mind: confeſs what . . 
„ of ere at t chat time . 5 


. 


— 
a” 
I» 


: 5 . 3 > { 
8 4 5 * ' CONT I» 5 . 4 
"IS - WE, 7 x 73 7 963 5k oy th c *. 1 f 2 2, 4% 2 8 „ N Kays. bs I 3 A TEES 3 3 . bit 4 
+ ** * - * 8 # 7 2 * * 7 — "© ALS” 25 f 8 Ws; Ce a S 
Vu : OR I 5 ; ; 1 ** - hf o 4 723 


9 e : 
T * & ; £4 * 


= Te had been a tenet of \pritnitive 5 
Chriſtianity, or: maintain it to be an univer- . 
ſal corruption which had taken place of the 5 


true ee tenet, be ee, 7 ” 


This is, , indeed, what 3 ye e have been long i 
labouring to prove, but, in my opinion, 
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with little ſucceſs; for, What 18 the reſult Ks 


of your long and laborious reſearches? Le 


have carefully collected all thoſe texts of ; 
| Scripture that prove Jeſus to be truly many . 
which your opponents never called in queſ- 


a tionz and have endeavoured to explain away 


the force of thoſe other texts of Seripture 
vrhich your opponents alledge in proof of 


his being alſo God. From the Chriſtian „ 


the firſt three centuries ye have 


1 chat there bad exiſted certain Ebio- 


7 nites, and others, who entertained heterodox 5 

notions of the perſon of Jeſus Chriſt, believ- . 
ing him to be a mere man. Thoſe hetero- | 

ic n ines 1 955 dare, by a fingular fort of L 
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| metamorphoſis, converted into the only or- 
thodox believers; and choſe, who were in 


their own time, and for many ages after, 


; accounted the props of orthodoxy, into the 
moſt dangerous of all heretics. But let me 
here appeal to your candour if in the ſame 
| writers you had found che Ebionites men- | | 
| tioned, as teaching the divinity « of Jeſus, ; 


and for that reaſon, ranked with Heretics, 


would you think the Trinitarian warranted 


to maintain that genuine original Chriſtia- 
nity was. to be found only among the Ebi- | 


onites ?—The Ebionites, who 1 jected all the 85 
| goſpels, except that of Matthew, ZJooked' on 
the apoſtle Paul as an apoſtate from the 


ſound doctrine, and conſidered themſelves 


under an obligation of conforming, in all F 


things, to the Jewiſh ceremonial law, and . 
in Jeruſalem the Place of adoration. ; Zi 


Let us only, for a moment, ſuppoſe that 


fach writers as Ireneus, Juſtin, Athanagoras, 


Clement of Alexandria, Origen, Pamphilus, 30 
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rr Cyprian, | 
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R uſcbius, &c. had al erted the 
non-divinity of Fefus Chriſt, in terms 
more nor leſs unequivocal” than 
which: they aſſert Bis divinity. 3: and bad at 
time, ranked Cerinthuus Ebion, 
among g thoſe who had al- 
tered the purity f-the true faith, for hav- ö 
ing taught the contrary opinion; would 
you not, from this ſole eee 88 Wink 
, yourſelf. ſufficiently: authoriſed to affirm, 
that the nan-divinity muſt ogg been the 
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Abe that hey «ns be put in com- 
hy « pttion with' men who have ever. been 
_ * accounted the brighteſt luminaries of the 

* Chriſtian Church of their days; and who | 
* are, indeed, for ti times, the 
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taught in their reſpective churches, 
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0 only vouchers and recorders af her ge⸗ 


nuine doctrines! 


But if, 0 beſide. is aal 1 


Whether poſitive or conſtructive, expreſs or 


implicit, that, in the foreſaid ſuppoſition, 
you might collect from the Antenicean 


writers in favour of your ſyſtem) you could 
| produce the clear, expreſs, aggregate teſti- 


mony of the Repreſentatives of the whole 


Chriſtian Church, aſſembled for the very 5 


purpoſe of diſcuſſing the point in queſtion; J 
and (bating ſome differences about the mi- 
raculous conception, for inftance) unani- 
mouſly agreeing, that the doQrine which 


they had received from their forefathers, 


and which, from time immemorial, had been 


Lybia to Tartary, from Perſia to Spain, 7 


from Britain to Conſtantinople, was, That 
Jeſus 1 a mere man, - who had no evi tence : 
 befere his conception (whether miraculous or 5 
not), and that no divine honour is due to him: 


2 would 


* * 1 


G you not laugh aloud a at the man a who, . 
in ſpite of fuch teſtimony, ſhould ſtill inſiſt 
that the divinity. of N WAS the true 0 6 


mitive catholic doctrine? Wet 


but min now the ſeeite, and alk pct 
tion give place to reality, And then let 
me again aſk you / what, after {6 many 5 
| years labour, have you been able to oppoſe ”— 
td this ſtrong, and, as I think, invincible, 
3 preſcriptive proof of the divinity of Chrift, : 
as declared by the Nicean fathers to be hed, 
at leaft, the  doArins « of the univerſal church! F. 


S 


Why, i in oring on ; fuch works of the „ 


moſt ancient writers as, either in whole - 
| in part, remain, you. have found out, what : 
was well own before, that among the ; 
numerous pawn of heretical ſects that : 
ſprang up in the two fil firſt centuries, and = os 
even! in the life-time of the apoſtles | them- A 
ſelves, there 1 were ſome who held Chriſt to | FP YI 
be nothing more than a a mere man, begotten | 


* fs akon Ps Fe . 
£ nt aſe Lo lee er kee. 


by Joſeph, ese nns x to one ſet of men; 2 
miraculouſly concetved: of Mary, according 
to another; but ſtill a mere man, and no- 
ian. In their tenets 
| you i magine you find, becauſe you. wiſh to 
find it, the pure and primitive, doctrine of 
Chriſtianity ; ; and. then, vou ſet about to 
Prove, by a long train of plauſible, preſump- 
tive evidence, not how that primitive doc- 5 
trine aas, but how it might have been cor-. 
rupted : Whereas, * think, vou ſhould 
have. endeavoured, and been able, to ſhew- 
when, by Whom, and in what Manner 
ſuch an important revolution Was brought 
: about ; Who was the firſt Broacher of the 5 
novel opinion; ; What oppoſition | it met : 
with; Which of the apoſtolie ſees v was the 


firſt to embrace it, and by What wonderful 


1 it got poſſeſſion of all the reſt; 
| without noiſe, without reſiſtance, without 
any of thoſe circumſtances that always at- : 
tend the introduction of a a novelty in mat- 


ſhing more than a mere 1 


* 3 r an | eſtabliſtied | opinion. 1 


I to be introduced. 


Suck I: revolution, at leaſt 1 can- 


| 25 recollect; ſuch another, I believe, you 
cannot indicate i in the Annals of Chriſtia- 


nity. We can trace innovations of far leſs 


importance, and much leſs diſcriminable 
from the precedent doctrines to their pri- 
| © mordial ſources. We can, generally point 
| out the individuals that hatched them, | the 
: fautors they met with, the foes they | en- 


[ . 


countered, che biſhops that eſpouſed : and | the 2 


: biſhops t that oppugned them, the ſynods: that 


aſſembled to oppole their progreſs, and 


thoſe that aſſembled to further i it; in a word, N 


their birth, their growth, their ful maturity, ” 


until they became either the prevalent opt- 
nions, or divided the Chriſtian world, or 


were confined to the few, or were totally 
obliterated. f | 


n 
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The diſputes chat aroſe at unn 
towards the end of the third century, were 
only about the mode of conceiving an arti- 
cle of Chriſtian belief, not about the article 
itſelf. Both Homoufia Hans, and  Homoioufians 
were perfecthy agreed, a8 to the divivity and 


pre-exiſtence of Jeſus Chriſt: The queſ- 
tion between them was only, whether he ; 
were of the ſame, or only of a fe milar ſub- 
ſtance with the father, And yet this ap- 
Z parently ſlight difference, this metaphyſical - 
| innovation, if I may ſo call it, on which 
ever. fide it lay, ſoon threw the whole 
church into a ferment, and produced one 
of the moſt violent and inveterate conteſts 
that ever divided Chriſtianity: biſhop declar- 
| ing againſt biſhop, council excommunicat- | 
ing council, authority oppoſed to authority, 
Vriter to writer; ; the whole learning and | 
oy abilities of both parties | exhauſted to ſup- 


port their reſpeQtive opinions, and Arianiſm : 
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and Athanaflaniſm alternately biin b in b 


a real or pretended maj EY of ſuffrage. 


But is it not ſtrange, that, i in this bes 
conflict, when every arſenal was ranſacked 
for arms, every old record explored, every | 


latent authority dragged to light, and the 


_ queſtion agitated with all the ſkill of dia- 
| lectic and force of eloquence, i in above fo forty 
a rent fynods, i in the courſe of a century 
Is it not ſtrange, I-fay, i is it not paſſing. | 
| Nee that in not zot dne of thoſe aſſemblies, 
neither. at Alexandria nor Antioch, nor 
| Cefarea nor Sardica, nor Jeruſalem, nor. 
Conſtantinople, nor Sirmium, nor Milan, 15 
nor Rome, nor Rimini, there ſhould ad be | 
a ſingle voice raiſed in favour of Socinianiſm, 
a ſingle pen employed to defend it, a ſingle 
| authority quoted i in its ſupport? ? And that, 
_ while the whole body of Chriſtians were 


engaged in a controverſy about two opi- 


nions, both equally falſe, the only true N 
Pa. * ſhould be overlooked, ſhould be re- 


0 OS OY jecked, 


* 


5 zected, ſhould be. anathematized by. all „ 
This, 1 confeſs, i is. to.me inconceivable—is, 5 
in che nature of things, hardly poſſible, _ 


. You will fo Rae that, eyen # chat - 
| its witneſſes, among 1 the biſhops: nine, 
: and refer, me to Paul of. Antioch, and Fhoti- = 
nus of « Sirmium : That both theſe were, in 
ſome meaſure, Socinians, 1 grants, but this 
ſerves. only. to give a greater degree of 
Arength to my argument. For in what 
| light WAS their doctrine conſidered by their 
| fellow-biſhops, and what. Was the conſe- 
quence. of their teaching it? They were 
regarded as blaſphemous innovators, threat - 
Z ened with immediate depoſition, unleſs they 
| retracted, and, in the end, actually depoſed, 
and excommunicated by. both parties. 
If you think, then, that you can avail your- 
ſelf of ſuch A teſtimony, you are welcome 
to uſe | 3 and you, max add all the other 
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W of 


Sil” to me appears a grain 
hundred-weight. 2 


* 


modes of i | 


" 8 
„ 


munic 


vu i: 


times and: by different 
; apoſtles or apoſtolic; men, it is of little 
moment: : to. them they were in 
Poſtles, and | from 


oy king, os were en 
Nis ch there was little or no 
u ox connec 


5 lance with the zee; of the Nicean 
againſt | =" 
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creed. Was che di divinity of coral a Low or 
chat creed, or Was it not? / re 1 78 


"I it was a Pert of their firſt creed, and 
if from the very beginning, they were 
taught to believe, that the author of the 
religion which they embraced Shs a di ne 
perſonage ; ; then they muſt, according to 2 
your hypotheſis, have been, from the very 0 
beginning, taught to believe a falſehood; Xx 
and, inſtead of - embracing Chriſtianity i in _ 

its genuine purity, embraced it with a capt 
tal corruption. The Saviour had com- b 
manded his diſciples 46 to teach all nations“ 
his goſpel, and promiſed. to ſend them 
*the ſpirit of truth,” „for the purpoſe of 5 
enabling them to teach it uncontaminated. 
But where was the utility of ſuch a pre- 


cept, the force of ſuch a promiſe, the ac- 


1. compliſhment of ſo momentous a commiſ- 


3 3 £4; u. g. g. e 
. bv 


fion, if che goſpel, in its p progreſs and 
propagation over” the world, was to carry 
along with it ſo mortal a contagion, -: as you” 
take 


re oof Ao otro rr nt rn 


* 


take to > be the dodirine: of the divinity 7 If | 


the ſalutary waters of life were thus to flow 
infected from their ſource, why was it at all 


opened ? If the comequence of preaching . 4 


the goſpel to all nations, was to make all 
nations, virtually at leaſt, idolators, better, 


= - ſhould e it 1 that it had not ot 


been preached. 1 e e 
| $74 


'Y Kot other bog the 1 
3 Jeſus was not a part of the creed of nations 
when proſelyted 1 to Chriſtianity, but a novel 
5 heretical opinion poſteriorly. ſubſtituted, no : 
: one can. tell when, to the true faith, the 
non-divinity of Jeſus; by what wonderful 
faſcination was it effected, that this ſpurious, 
ſuppoſititious bantling came to be received 
into the boſom of every church of Chriſte—- 
5 dom, while the genuine offspring of the apoſ- 
| tles was, by all the churches of Chriſten- 
dom, conſidered and abhorred as a baſtard? 
£3 1 Was well acquainted. with a woman r 


in conſequence of a ſevere nervous fever, had 


* auf 4 Mo (6) te h e her a e 
+ ca N f 


K 5 
her ideas ſo perverted, that ſhe called black 
white, and white Mack, good evil, and evil 
$99, a be) a girl, and a girl a boy, to-morrow 
xeferday, and 9g vefterday to-morrow, Ge. and 
in chat ſte the continued all the remaining ; 
part. of her life, et always conſiſtent 1 in her 
new nomenclature, and going about her 
houſehold affairs with as much addreſs and 
dexterity as before. One would be apt to 


think that ſuch a revolution muſt have hap- 
pened here; that ſome unaccountable para- 
Iytic diſorder had, at once, ſeized the pro- | 
feffors of Chriſtianity, and that the doctrine 
of the divinity had, like an electric ſhock, : 

been, by ſome inviſible chain' or other, in- 
ſtſtantaneoufly communicated to them all, and 
5 bo effectually communĩcated as to hide from 
| _ themſelves even the knowledge of their 
ever having believed the contrary; i for, 


without ſuch a convulſion, is it compre- 5 


|  henfible that they could ever have ſo uni- 
oF Gy OE their Urſt bale — belief 
ſo 


* 


4» 


E — to the Jew, ora 
block to the Gentile; for a belief to Winch 
none of theſe predicaments belong; * belief 
_ which feſt and blood could not ve: 
and which you yourſelf make no 
to affirm to be, in any mode of explaini 
it, either downright nonſenſe, or-an impro- 
bability little leſs revolting to the human 
mind than A manifeſt contradiftions, Yet, 
aſtoniſhing. to tell! we here ſind the deputies 


of all the Chriſtian churches bearing teſti- 


mony to this Gs revolting improbability,” as 
to a. portion of the { ſacred. depoſite of faith 
which they had received from. their fathers 


and we hear „Parthians, and Medes, and 


4 Elamites, and the dwellers i in Mefopota- 


« mia, and in Judea, and in Cappad dei, 
4 3 in Pontus and Aſia, Phrygia and Fam- 

« phylla, in Egypt and Lybia, ſtrangers of 
« Rome, Q tes and Arabians,” ; Gauls. and 


Tberians, Celts and Septhians,, Greeks and - 


* Pd FR * 


14 
* 
4 


bebo Shed. 9 LD Barbs 


. 
| Barbarians <« ſpeaking”. in their reſpective : 
tongues; not the wonderful things of 
“God, as aſd; on. the day of Pentecoſt, but ö 
uttering, with one voice, a moſt pernicious 
hereſy, for the ſound doctrine of e 
and his apoſtles! | oe date 


der circumſtance ele makes theTeſ- , 
timony of the Nicean fathers the” more 
inconteſtable and concluſive, 3 is the keenneſs 
with which the Arian party, at firſt, de- 


fended their opinions, the reluctance and 
modifications with which ſome gave them” 


up, and the obſtinacy with which others 
maintained them after the Nicean deciſion. 


They certainly never ſhewed any inclination” 
| to ſide with the Athanaſians, or to lean that 
way, but as far as ſtubborn convition 


obliged them: and they ſeem to have deen 
in much the ſame diſpoſition with Luther, 
when he wiſhed to find ſome plauſible a argu- 
ment againſt certain popiſh doctrines, mere- 


* in 1 of the Pope and popery 3 - but the 
| * 


ta} _ 
| Scriptures, appeared mY 000 deeiſive i 


9323 221 


their favour, that he could not for bis ſoul 
get over them. So nothing could, in all 
; appearance, have kept the Arians from going 
farther lengths from the Athanaſians han 


. they did, but the conſeientiouſneſ that they 
could, on ſecure ground, go: no farther. - P 5 
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The creed of Nicea, hand tar ad it e 


profeſſeth, the pre-exiſtence and divinity-of 5 
the Son of God, was ſo evidently Wes 
trine of the univerſal church, that the boldeſt | 
of. the Arias did not dare to controvert its 
Nay, their modification even of chat docs, 
trine was by the greater part of the. Synod £7 
conſidered as an intolerable blaſphemy ; on on 
the | firſt hearing of which they ſhut their 
ears. What would have been their ſurpriſe. 5 
if a prieſtley or Lindſay had ſtarted up 
among them and affirmed, that they were 


all blaſphemers together; ;. that he whom. 


- they. adored. as God, was a mere mortal 


like themſelves; and chat the le 
„ Paul 


; - depoſed” ” 


32 3 
Paul ef 1 wits d dy Rink of 
Ok | * 8 flock who held the true faith? | 


Suck, Sir, is ; the great motive of = i- 
liry, which leadeth me to believe that, the 


© 4 


doctrine of the « divig f It) 7 and. pre-exifience 
of 1 Chriſt was a tenet of primitive 
Chriſtianity; for, if it was not a tenet of 
primitive Chriſtianity, there muſt have been 

A period, prier to che Nicean council, Wen 
it Was acedunted an herdy, and when the | 
amin wis univerſally taught as the 
fole orthodox dectrine. Be pleaſed, ther, 
to point out that period, and prove that it 
cited; not by negatives, preſumptions 
arid arguments ab improbabill, but by clear, 
poſitive teſtimony : for, until y you do that, T 
ſhall always conſider the” deciſion of the 
Nivean ſynod" as an irrefragable proof that 

- divitity of our Lord was an n original 

article of Catholic faith, © : 
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1 
Tam wt eser, from Anke: it the 
only; proof.” Were L, independently of It; 


to form my opinion of the perſon of Chriſt 


from the ſcattered teſtimonies of the 


nicean writers, compared with the texts 


of the New. I eſtament, 5 ſhould, certainly 


not heſitate to pronounce him more thin 


Man: In what preciſe ſenſe I ſhould, un⸗ 
derſtand his God hea d, 1 might be puzzled 

to determine ; but Kill 1 ſhould think. his 
WE! ad - ſufficiently eſtabliſhed to claim . 
my aſſent, as an opinion of che higheſt 

probability, In what, we call the canonical 8 
writings there is. not, in my apprehenſion, 


a ſingle paſſage that may not be explained 


in the Finitarian ſyſtem; ſome chat ſeem 


inexplicable in any Ether ſyſtem. | In the 


works of the Antenicean fathers, whether 


#5. 


genuine or Fpurious, there i is not, I thi K. 


beſide che Clementine romance, A fingle . 


work that * r the language of 


[ 44 1 
ditto few that FIERY not a x language 
diametrically oppoſite 3 a. fingle- fra a 
in which, the Socinian, doctrine is mention 
anal an matting, with marks of 0 


EY 


— 


| Tt would not then, t imagine, be a very 
Aeulk, thoigh it would be a tedious, taf 4 
to refute all the argume nts, and anfwer all 
the obj ections, which your party have been. 
long employed in collecting from theſe 
ftore-houles, | and Which vou, Sir, have 
ſummed up in ſo maſterly a A manner in _ 


X Dag by 
* 8 


tft great Work. With abilities far inferi rio 
to yours, 1 could, I at leiſure, erect from 
the ſame materials out of Which you have 


reared fo ſpecious a an edifice, a fabric of a 
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different order, : as plauſible, I truſt, and coms 


pact. as yours, without being under the 
2 ſuſpicious neceſſity of garbling : and d rejedting 
- as YOu have done. 255 | 
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But this taſk will, I — e ede 


1 more able and leſs occupied hands. 8. | 
may poſſibly | be already executed. For I can- a 


not allow myſelf t to believe that the divinity | 
of Jeſus will ever be * defenders, N . 
that i its ableſt defenders will not be Englich- 2 
men: but let its defenders be mild and mo- 
derate; let them i imitate the conduct of him | 
whoſe cauſe they undertake to plead ; let not : 


their zeal, however fervent, tranſport them 


beyond the bounds of decency and deco- | 
rum. Their ſtyle will not be the leſs nerr- 


* 


ous, becauſe i it is void of aſperity ; nor their 

| arguments the leſs concluſive, becauſe un- 
mixt with in uries. To diſcover truth is 

profeſſedly the aim of us all: let us purſue 
the path that ſeems the moſt likely to lead us 
to her abode with ardour, but not with ani 

moſity; and, if we be convinced that we 
| have been happy enough to find it out, let us . 


not inſult thoſe who, i in our eſtimation, may 
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